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lation, but their wars of liberation soon became wars of conquest.
The Jacobin tradition for a long time dominated the thought of
democrats in France and elsewhere. Typical was the thought of
Louis Blanc, one of the outstanding socialists of the Revolution
of 1848, who advocated not only wars for revolutionizing Europe
but also for large-scale conquest. The peaceableness of Louis
Philippe and the bourgeois politicians was sharply criticized
by him, and his instigations to war sound like the phrases of
a rabid chauvinist, though he uses democratic and socialist
arguments.1
The founders of German Socialism, Marx, Engels, Lassalle,
Liebknecht and others, have all set their hope on great wars which
would lead to the military defeat of Russia and other reactionary
powers, and would give them an opportunity of starting revolu-
tions. Their whole ideas of international policy aimed at
bringing about such wars. Marx did not recognize the right of
every nation to self-determination; his judgement of specific
nations depended exclusively on their aptness to further the
world-revolution. As most Slav nations of the Austrian Empire
'seemed to him to be supporters of conservatism and reaction, he
spoke of them with greatest contempt and denied them the right
to national self-determination. Both Marx and Lassalle have
sometimes put forward ideas which greatly resemble those
of Pan-Germanism though their motives were different. Also
Italian and Slav radicals have often, combined in their creed
democratic, socialist and nationalist ideas, and preached wars of
aggression and expansion. In the wars of the United States with
Britain (1812) and with Spain (1898) it was certainly the American
democracy which was the aggressor.
In spite of the fact that modern democracy is inspired by the
wish for peace, and in spite of its belief in the equality of nations,
it has nevertheless in many ways contributed to the rise of aggres-
sive nationalism. The two principal dogmas of democracy are
the sovereignty of the people and equality, and both principles
have led to the doctrine of State-omnipotence which favours the
rise of nationalism.2 A claim to freedom from State-interference
often appears to democrats and socialists as a claim to a privileged
position and, therefore, as contrary both to the sovereignty of the
people and to equality. The striving for equality, furthermore,
1 The attitude of Democrats and Socialists to war and to nationality is carefully
surveyed and discussed in the important books by Karl Kautsky, Knsg and Demokratie,
1932 * Sozialistm imd KTUQ 1937.
* Cf. on the incompatibility of the dogma of sovereignty with democracy, H. Lasfci,
Foundations of Sovereignty, 1921, p. 129.
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